OHIO PUBLIC WORKS COMMISSION
77 South High Street, Room 1629
Columbus, Ohio 43266-0303
(614) 466-0880 [ BA O3

APPLICATION FOR FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE

NOTE: Applicant snould consult the "Instructions for Completion of Prolect Application’

for assistance in The proper completion of this form.

APPLICANT NAME City of Cincinnati

STREET 801 Pium Street

CITY/ZIP Cincinnati 45202

PROJECT NAME Center Hill Road Improvement

PROJECT TYPE Reconstruction replacement & widening

TOTAL COST $__ 704,000

DISTRICT NUMBER 2

COUNTY Hamilton

PROJECT LOCATION ZIP CODE 45216, 45232

AL

This sectlon to be completed by District Committee ONLY;

DISTRICT FUNDING RECOMMENDATION

AMOUNT OF REQUEST: S 388,000.00

FUNDING SOURCE (Check Only One):

State Issue 2 District Allocation

State lssue 2 Small Government Funds
state Issue 2 Emergency Funds

X Local Transporfation Improvement Program

P

This section to be completed by OPWC ONLY:-

OPWC PROJECT NUMBER:

OPWC FUNDING AMOUNT: S

&



1.10 APPLICANT INFORMATION

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

CONTACT PERSON
TITLE
STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

CHIEF EXECUTIVE
OFFICER

TITLE

STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

CHIEF FINANCIAL
OFFICER

TITLE

STREET

CITY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

PROJECT MGR
TITLE
STREET

Clty/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

DiSTRICT LIAISON
TITLE
STREET

CiTY/ZIP
PHONE
FAX

Doug Perry

Senior Engineer

801 PTum Street

Room 435, City Hall

Cincinnati 45202

513 ) 352 - 3407
) -

Scott Johnsan

City Manager

801 Plum Street

Room 152, City Hall

Cincinnati 45202

513 ) _352 - 3241
) -

Frank Dawson

Director of Finance

807 PTum Street

Room 250, City Hall

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

513 ) 352 -3732
) _

Bob Cordes

Principal Highway Design Engineer

801 Plum Street

Room 435, City Hall

Cincinnati 45202

513 ) _ 352 -_3409
) -

William Brayshaw

Deputy County Engineer

138 East Court Street

County Administration Building

Cincinnati 45202

573 ) _ 632 - 8523
) -




2.0 PROJECT SCHEDULE

ESTIMATED ESTIMATED
START DATE COMPLETE DATE

71 ENGR. DESIGN / / 4 /1 / aa
29 BID PROCESS 5 /1 /190 6 / 1 / 90
0.3 CONSTRUCTION 7/ 1 /30 7 /1 / 91

3.0 PROJECT INFORMATION

3.1 PROJECT NAME: Center Hill Road Improvement
3.2  BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION

A. SPECIFIC LOCATION:
Center Hi11 Road from Millcreek to 500" northwest of Este Avenue

B. PROJECT COMPONENTS:

Reconstruction of existing street to a width of three lanes, with
curhs and stormwater drainage facilities.

C. PHYSICAL DIMENSIONS/ CHARACTERISTICS:

Existing pavement is uncurbed. It has 2 lanes and is 22 feet wide.

D. DESIGN SERVICE CAPACITY:

3.3 REQUIRED SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION
2

Aftach Pages.



4.0 PROJECT FINANCIAL INFORMATION
4.1 PROJECT ESTIMATED COSTS (Round to Nearest Doilar):

a) Project Engineering Costs:

1. Preliminary Engineering S__10.000
2. Final Design S__ 70.000
3. Construction Supervision $___40,000 R
b) Acquisition Expenses
1. Land S
2. Right-of-Way $__ 50,000
c) Construction Costs S__ 486,000
()] Equipment Costs S
e) Other Direct Expenses S
19 Contingencies S__ 48,000
g)  TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS $__704,000
4.2 TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT
REPAIR/REPLACEMENT S__327.000
4.3 TOTAL PORTION OF PROJECT
NEW/EXPANSION S_ 377.000

4.4 PROJECT FINANCIAL RESOURCES (Round to Nearest Dollar and Percent)

Dollars %
Q) Local In-Kind Contributions $
b) Local Public Revenues $__ 316,000 45
c) Local Private Revenues S
d) Other Public Revenues ~
1. State of Ohio -§
2. Federal Programs S
e) -— OPWC Funds $__ 388,000 55
5 704,000 100

D TOTAL FINANCIAL RESOURCES

4.5 STATUS OF FUNDS Local Share of the project costs will come
! from Capital Improvement Funds which will be
Aftach Documentation. approved as part of the City's 1990 budget.

Capital Funds come from City income tax revenue

4.6 PREPAID ITEMS and the sale of bonds.
Attach Page.



5.0 APPLICANI CERKIHIHFIRATIVIN

The Applicant Certifies That:

As the officlal representative of ina Appllcant, the undersigned cedlfies: ihat he/fshe ls legally ernpowsered to repiasent
the appilcant In both requesting and accepling financlal assistance as provided under Chopter 164 of the Chlo
Revised Code: that to the best of his/her knowledge and bellef, all representations inat are o part of this appllcation
ara frue and coriect; that all officlal documants and commiiments of the applicant that are a part of this application
have been duly authorized by the governing body of the Applicant; and, should the requestad financlal assistance
be pravided, that In the exacution of fhis project, the Applecant wll comply with ol assurances required by Chio law,
inciuding those involving rninarfy business utilzation, equal employment opportunliy. Buy Chlo. ond prevallng wages.

SCOTT JOUNSON , CITY MANAGER
CerﬁfyingR?:res tative (Type Name and Tifled

(- T

Signo‘rure/D/ﬁe Signed

Applicant shall circle the appropriate response o the statements.
in my project application. [ have Included the following:

@ NO Two-year Malntsnance of Local ttfort Report as requlred In 164-1-12 of
the Chlo Administrative Code. -
@ NO A registered professonal engineer's esimate of useful Ife as requlred In 164-1-13 of the
Onio Adminisirative Cade.
@ NO A registered professional englneer's estimate of cost as required In 164-1-14 ond 164-1-14
of the Ohlo Administrafive Code.
@ NO Twa (2) coples of a Syear Capltal Improvements Report have been submifted fo my Disirict
Integrafing Committee as required In 164-1-31 of the Ohio Adminisirative Code.
P nNo A *stafus of funds® report per section 4.5 of this application.
YES NOC @ A copy of the cooperative agreament (for projects Invalving more than one subdivislon).
YES NO @ Coples of all warrants for those ifems ldentiied as ‘pre-pald® In section 4.6 of fhis
application.

6.0 DISTRICT COMMITTEE CERTIFICATION

The District Integrating Committee for District Number __2 Certifles
That: ' .

" . As iha officlal representative of the Distict Public’ Works Integrating Commiftes, the undersigned hersby certifles: "that
this application tor financlal asdstance as provided under Chapter 164 of the Ohlo Revied Code has been duly
selscted by the appropriate body of tha District Public Works Integrating Committes; that the project's selection was
bosed entirely on an objsctive, District-orlentad set of project evaluation ciiterla and salection methodology that are
{ully refiective of and in conformance with Ohlo Revisad Code Sections 164,05, 164.06, and 164.14, and Chapter 164-
1 of the Ohlo Administrative Code; and that the amount of financlal assistance hereby recommendad haos been
prudantly deilved In consideration of ail other financlal resources avallable to the project. As evidence of the
District's due consideration of requlred project svaluation criterla, the results of this picject’s ratings under such criterla

ate aftached to this application.

Donald C. Schramm, Chairperson, Dist. 2 Integrating Committee
Cerfifying Representative (Type Name and Tifle)

. f,)%/m/ > G0

a ure/DoTe/Sféned ’




- OQCTOBER 31. 19289

2 YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT REPORT

CINCINNATI CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGET, 1988

FROJECT NAME

Street
Rehabilitation

Street
Rehabilitation

Southside Avenue
Bridge Replacement

Eggleston Avenue
Improvemesnt

Bridge Investment
Protection Program

Wall Stabilization &
Landslide Correction

City Sidewalks,
Prives, Etc.

City Hillside
Stair Renovation

Impact Attenuators

Hopple-—Beekman-—
Westwood Northern
Blvd. Intersection

Bridge
Rehabilitation

PROJECT TYPE

Rehabilitation

Rehabilitation

Replacement

Widening &

Chanmnelizing

Rehabilitation

Rehabilitation

& Replacement

Replacement

Rehabilitation

& Replacement

Installation

Widening

Rehabilitation

FUNDING SOURCE

Street Improvement
Band Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
[mprovement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Irncome Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

FUNDING AMOUNT

$ 7,750,000

%

[

1,850,000

1,428,000

325,000

125,000

500,000

375,000

S0, 000

50,000

100,000

310,000



OCTOBER 31, 1989

CINCINNATI CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT BUDGET,

2 YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT REPORT

1289

PROJECT NMAME

Hopple—Beekman—
Westwood Northern
Blvd. Intersection

Monastary Streest

Guerley Road

Street
Rehabilitation

City Sidewalks,
Drives, Etc.

City Hillside
Stair Renovation

Wall Stabilization &
Landslide Correction

Belmont
Avenue

Brighton
Connection

Calhoun
Street

Clifton
Avenue

Elberon
Avenue h

PROJECT TYPE

Widening
Hillside
Stabilization

Widening

Rehabilitation

Replacement

Rehabilitation
& Replacement

Rehabilitation
& Replacement

Widening
Intersection
Improvement
Widening

Realignment

Lands] ide
Correction

FUNDING SOURCE -

Street Improvement
Bond Fund (from
Issue 1| Funds)

income Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Incame Tax Perm.
Improvement fFund

Incaome Tax Perm.
Improvement Fund

Streel Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street [mprovement
Band Fund

FUNDING_AMOUNT

% Jd13.,.000

$ 300,000

5 50,000

$ 1,710,000

% 200,000

% 190,000

$  S00,000

s 300,000

i 400,000

& 100,000

#

150,000

% &0,000



Hamilton
Avenues

Marvland
Avenue

Queen City = - -
Avenue

Rapid Transit Tubes
Under Central Parkway

Stadium/Coliseum
Bridges

Haits
Avenue

Waldvogel
Viaduct

Warsaw/Waldvogel
Ramp

Groesbeck
Road

U.S. 30/Sixth
Street Expressway

2 YEAR MAINTENANCE OF LOCAL EFFORT REPORT

Widening

Landslide

Correctiaon

Kidening

Rehabilitation

Rehabilitation

Widening

Rehabilitation

Landslide

Correction

Widening

Rehabilitation

Street Improvement
Bond [Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Strest Impravement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bend Fund

Strest Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

Street Improvement
Bond Fund

200,000

100,000

700,000

300,000

120,000

30,000

200,000

130,000

100,000

100,000



October 30, 1989

Mr. Randall F. Howard
Director, Ohio Public
Works Commission

77 South High Street
Suite 1629

Columbus, Ohio 43266

Re: City of Cinecinnati, Ohio
Center Hill Avenue Improvement
Useful Life Requirements

Dear Mr. Howard:

In accordance with Section 164-1-16 of the OChio
Administration Rules for Implementation of Issue 2
Infrastructure Financing Program, I hereby certify that
the Center Hill Avenue Improvement shall be designed in
accordance with generally accepted engineering principles
and practices within the State of Ohio taking into
account the specific c¢limate and other environmental
conditions of the infrastructure’s site as well as the
infrastructure’s full, anticipated design use lecads. 1
also certify that the proposed improvements shall be
constructed to provide a useful life expectancy in excesg
of twenty years.

-
(-
—

Sincerely,
SAVAGE, WALKER & ASS0C., INC

/Al St

Carl D. Walker, P.E.

CDW:kg

T E. youungr?/‘? £ .
Crty £ G LIeEs
Crty of Coppcrrra 7*r°
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City of Cincinnati

Department of Finance

January 22, 1990

Mr. Donald Schramm, P.E., P.S.
Hamilton County Engineer

700 County Administration Building

138 East Court Street
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

Attn: Mr. Joseph Hipfel

Re: Status of funds for local share of 1990 State Issue 2 Project

Dear Mr. Hipfel:

Room 250, City Hall
801 Plum Streat
Cincinnati, Ohio 45202

F. A. Dawsan
Director

F. X. Wagner

Superintendsnt

This letter is in follow-up to conversations you have had with the Engineering
Division regarding the status of the City's matching funds for the 1990 State

Issue 2 program.

The local matching share is recommended by the City Manager for funding in the

City's 1990 Capital Improvement Program.
Improvement Bonds which are scheduled for sale on January 31, 1990.

Very truly yours,

o

F.A. Dawson
Director of Finance

cC s

- = - B |

Young, Engr.
Cordes, Engr.
Perry, Engr.
Cline, Engr.

The funds are coming from Street

Equal Opportunity Employer






ARPPLICATION YEAR: __1990
STATE OF OHIO

INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM

DISTRICT 2, HAMILTON COUNTY

PROJECT APPLICATION

Jurisdiction/foency: CITY OF CIMCINNATI Population (19BuU): 385,000

PFroject Title: STREET IMPROVEMENT — CENTER HILL ROAD

Project Identification and Location: _CENJER HILL ROAD FROM MILLCREEK

TO 500 FEET NORTHWEST OF ESTE AVENUE

Type of Project: Rehabilitation [:] Replace iéﬂ Betterment™ Iza

(Mark more than one baox if there are expansion elements such as 2
fane bridge being replaced with a 4 lane bridga)

Explanation of Betterment Elements of Project™: CENTER HILL WILL BE

WIDENED FROM TWO LANES TO THREE 7O PROVIDE FOR A COMTINUOUS LEFT TURN

FOR THE ENTIRE LENGTH OF THE FROJECT.

1
Road Ea Bridge [j Flpood Control System (Stormwatec) L
(=

L

Detailed Description of Project ~: STREET WIti BE RECONSTRUCTED §§ A

THREE L ANE FACILITY. THE IMPROVED STREET WILL BE CURBED AND WItk HQQEL

FT

STORMWATER INLETS INSTALLED. J o
— i

- =

i

(&) -

_':- ,-“,fl

Type of lIssue £ Funds: District 2 'Qa Small Government []

Water/Sewer Rotary [:l Emergency []

=~ Gep definition of Betterment attached.
= Attach additional sheets if necessary.

Page 1!



Of the total infrastructure within the jurisdictian which is similar tao
the infrastructure of this project. what percentage can be classified
as being poor to very poor in condition, adequacy and/or
serviceability.

Typical examples are:

Road percentage= Miles of road that are poaor to very poor
Total mileage of road within jurisdiction

Storm percentage= Lenath of storm sewers that are poor to wvery poor
Total length of storm sewer within jurisdiction

Bridge percentage= NMNumber of bridges that are poor to very pooc
Mumber of bridges within Jjurisdiction

ROAD PERCENTAGE = MILES POOR = 200 = 21.9%
TOTAL MILES 215

What is the condition of the infrastructure to be replaced or
repaired? For bridges, base candition on latest general appraisal and
condition rating.

Closed _ Fair to pcor
Extremely pococr Fair 4)<
Pcor Good

- Give a brief statement of the nature of the deficiency of the
present facility such as: inadequate load capacity (bridge), surface
type and width, structural condition of surface, substandard: berm
width, grades, curves, sight distances. drainage structures, sanitary

sewers, and water mains. List the age of the infrastructure to be

repaired or replaced using orne of the following categories: less than

20 years, 20-29 years, 30-39 years, 40-49 years, 50 years or older

PAVEMENT SHOWS SIGN OF SEVERE WEAR, WITH BASE FAILURES AND

SHOVED ASPHALT SURFACE COURSE. THE UNCURBED SHOULDERS ARE RUTTED

DUE TO TRAFFIC LEAVING THE ROADWAY. DRAINAGE IS POOR, TQ THE

EXTENT THAT SURFACE WATER_FROM THE ROADWAY FLOODS ADJACENT

PROPERTY DUE TO A LACK OF CLURBS.

Page 2



If State Izsu=s 2 Tfunds are awarded, how soon {(in weeks ar months)
after completion of the agreement with OPWC would the opening of bids
accur?  S5IX MONTHS

B Please indicate the current status of the project develooment by
rircling the appropriate answers below.

a) Has the Cansultant been selected?...... . .0aun. es Mo N/7A
b Preliminary development or engineering completed? Cji}? Mo M/A
c) Detailed construction plans completed?.......... Yes N/ &
d) A1l right-DT~Way ACQUIFrEd7 .. ceeeceeacneanarnenns ves (N2  w/a
=) Utility coordination completed?........ e Yes CEE) N/A

Give estimate of time, in weeks or menths, to complete any item above
not yet completed. WITHIN 3 MONTHS OF APPROVAL BY OPWC, ALL ABOVE

WORK WILL BE COMPLETED S0 THAT PROJECTE CAN BE AWARDED IN 1999.

How will the proposed infrastructure activity impact the gensral
health, welfare, and safety of the service area.

M Where applicable, comment on the following:

a) Overall safety, including accident reduction (Accident recards
should be attached, if available). CONTINUOUS LEFT TURN LANE WILL

REDUCE ACCIDENTS AND RELIEVE TRAFFIC CONGESTION

b) Emergency vehicle response time (fire, police, & medical) WILL BE

REDUECED SINCE THE STREET'S CAPACITY WILL BE INCREASED.

c) Other factors (i.e., fire protectiomn, health hazards, etc.)

d) Additional User Costs — The additional distance and time for the
users to travel a detour or an alternate route

g) When project is completed, how will it impact adjacent businesses?

WILL STIMULATE FUTURE DEVELOPMENT IM THE ADJACENT RIDGEWOOD

ARSENAL INDUSTRIAL PARK. NEW CURBING WILL CONTROL SURFACE WATER

AND PREVENT FLOODING OF ADJACENT BUSINESSES.
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Are matching funds available? (i.e. Federal, State, MRF, Local, etc.)
YES
To what extent of anticipated construction cost?

20%

B List the type and amount of funds being supplied by the local
agency. This amount may be ¥from local, Federal, State, Municipal Road
Fund (MRF), or octher sources. Explain additional funding through

other sources being applied for or received for the project. Also,
explain any need to accumulate funds for construction a2t a later date.
Complete LOCAL FUNDING SOURCES on Page &.

B The - local agency shall supplyv a minimam of 104 of the anticipated
construction cost. Additionally, the local agency shall pay for all
costs o©of englneering, inspection of construction, right of way, and
the betterment portion of the project. Complete ESTIMATED COST OF
PROJECT, on Fage 6&.

Has any formal action by a federal, state, or local government agency
resulted in a partial ban or complete ban of the use or expansion aof
use for the involved infrastructure? NO

® Are there any roads or streets within the proposed project limits
that have weight limits (partial ban) or truck restrictions (complete
ban)? Have any bridges had weight limits imposed on them (partial
ban?) or truck prohibitions (complete ban)? Have the issuance of new
Building permits been limited (partial ban) ar halted (complete ban)
bhecause the existing storm/sanitary sewer or water supply system in a
particular area is inadequate? Bocument with specific information
explaining what type of ban currently exists and the agency that
imposed the ban. _NO

What is the total number of existing users that will benefit as a
result of the proposed project? Use appropriate criteria such as
hHouseholds, traffic counts, ridership figures for public transit,
daily users, ete., and equate to an equal measurement of users.

W For roads and bridges, multiply current documented Average Daily
Traffic by 1.2 occupants per car (I.T.E. estimated conversion factor)
to determine users per day. Ridership figures for public transit must

be documented. Where the facility currently has any restrictions or
is partially closed, use documented traffic counts prior to
restriction. For storm sewers, sanitary sewers, water lines, and
other related facilities, multiply the number of households in the

service area by four (4) to determine the approximate number of users
per day.

ADT = 10,000 USERS = 12,000




The applicant has conducted a study of 1its existing capital
improvements and their condition. A five vyear overall Capital
Improvement Plan (that shall be updated annually) is attached or on
file with the District 2 Integrating Committee for the current year or
cehall be submitted by March 31 of the program year. The Plan shall
include the following:

2) An  inventory of existing capital improvements, including their
condition,

b) & plan that details capital improvements needs during the next five
years and,

c) A list of the political subdivision's priorities in addressing
these needs.

The attached Form 1 shall be caoampleted for those projects which are
being submitted for Issue 2 funds.

Is the infrastructure to be improved part of a facility that has
regional significance? {Mumber of jurisdictions served, size of
s2rvice ST E2a., trip lengths ar lengths o©of rouie, functional
classification)

THIS STREET IS PART OF THE FEDERAL AID URBAN SYSTEM ANMD 1S

CLASSIFIED AS A MINDOR ARTERIAL .
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10.) ESTIMATED COST OF PROJECT

ACTIVITY ISSUE 2 FLUNBS

Planning, Design, Engineering {100% Local)
Right-0f-Way/Real Froperty {100% Local)
Inspection of Construction (100% Local)
Construction and Contingencies % 194,000
Betterment Portion ] 124,000

Subtotal % 388,000
Grand Total (Issue 2 Funds Plus Local Funds)...cveea..$

LOCAL FUNDING SOURCES

Municipal Road Fund (MRF)
State Fuel & License Funds
Local Road Taxes

Loccal Bond or Operating Funds

Misc. Funds (Specify)

Total Local Funds

#% These numbers must be identical

Fage &

LOCAL FUNDS

80,000

00,000

40,000

73,000

73,000

314,000 3

704,000

316,000

316,000 1




CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

LOCAL ABILITY TO PAY

Al Previous Capital Budget For Infrastructure Projects+

Budget iz based on expenditures chgpprupriatiuns>“ (Circle one)

Funding (in thousands Y of TOTAL % of TOTAL Capital
of dollars) expenditures/ budget USED FOR
appropriatiaons INFRASTRUCTURE

REFPAIR/REPLACEMENT
1986 ¢ __H.35¢8 I = T 33
1987 $_14,%83 12 i a2 7
1988 $_14,019 11 A 53 v
1989 % 26,903 135 %A . 73 2
(est.)

B. Projected Capital Budget For Infrastructure Projects+#
-

Budget is based on expenditures nr(apprOpriationS»* {(Circle ane)

Funding (in thousands “ of TOTAL

of dollars) expendi tures/
appropriations

1990 s 32,185 18 o

1991 % 31,107 17 %

1992 $_364,1824 17 %

Y. of TAOTAL Capital
budget USED FOR
INFRASTRUCTURE
REPAIR/REFLACEMENT

JBO_ %

70 Y

8o %

% Use only funds expended or apprapriated for construction CONTRACTS.

Briefly explain any significant Reductign ¢(10% or more) in projected
compared to actual
(It is the intent of

expenditures or apprapriations for 1989-92 as
pxpenditures or appropriations for previous years.
Issue 2 to SUPPLEMENT local capital funds, not REPLACE

them.)
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oes the jurisdiction utilize any of
surces? {circle answer )

Local IncamE ta8% .. .. caunenacsroosunassan Mo
Parmissive license plate fes....... ... (:::) Mo

Gridge and road levies.......ceaanaans Yes '
Tax increment financing and/or........ Mo

capital improvement bond issues

Direct user fees..... e s s a e Mo
Permit foes and FlnEs. . e it v s v o w v mns No

3. AUTHORIZATION

The applicant herabyv affirms that local funds will be providad

pnroject is selected.

ote: Attach with application

ny photographs, reports, plans or
therr available data on the

roject.

___Room 1532, CITY HALL ” _

801 PLUM STREET

the following methods for funding

CINCINMATI. OHIOQ 45202 CITY MANAGER

ddress F’D_sitioﬁ

(513) 352-3241 _CITY OF CINCINNATI

hone (Wori} Local Jurisdiction/Agency

Page B
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October 30, 1989

Mr. Randall F. Howard
- Director, Ohioc Public
Works Commission ‘
77 South High Street
Suite 1629 '

'-Columbus, Ohio 43266_

”Re: City of Cincinnati, Ohio -
- Center Hill Avenue Improvement o
Englneer s Estimate -

: Dear Mr Howard

- In accordance with Sectlon 164 1-16 of the Ohio
Administration Rules for Implementation of Issue 2
Infrastructure Financing Program, I hereby certify that
“the following Engineer’s Estimate (attached) for the

Center Hill Avenue. Improvement has been ‘determined in
~accordance with generally accepted construction cost and
practices within the State of Ohio taking into account

“.the specific climate and other environmental conditions

. of ‘the infrastructure’s site including prevailing wage
requlrements and- other state/local requlrements :

Slncerely, : -
SAVAGE, WALKER & ASS0QC., INC.

ﬂ//ﬁ 4/4%//
_ _ Carl D. Walker, P.E.
- CDW:kg

Attachment: - (Estimate)




NOTE THAT THIS FORM IS BEING OFFERED FOR

APPLYING JURISDICTION/AGENCIES: INFORMATION PURPOSES ONLY. IT WILL BE
FILLED OUT BY THE SUPPORT STAFF, BASED ON
INFORMATION SUPPLIED ON APPLICATION FORMS.

OHTO'S INFRASTRUCTURE BOND PROGRAM (ISSUE #2)

DISTRICT 2 - HAMILTON COUNTY

1990 PROJECT SELECTION CRITERIA

Q/?\/ O F @/A[c?’/,v/t/ﬁ?’/_

JURISDICTION/AGENCY:

PROJECT IDENTIFICATION:

Coww Y003 -24C
Osmwrben Hice Zorn RruARILITAY 02 § (Weldbar

PROPOSED FUNDING: Teco £ T — 33400 < S L7
Lo oA —  8r8, 000 = 4B%

ELIGIBLE CATEGORY:

POINTS
/ 0 1. Type of Project
10 points - Bridge, road, stérm water.
3 points - All other type projects.
:;f 2. If Issue 2 Funds are awarded, how soon after the agreement

with OPWC is completed would bids occur?

10 points ~ Will be let in 1990
5 points - Likely to be let in 1990
0 points - Not likely to be let in 1990



3. What is the condition and/or serviceability of the
infrastructure to be replaced or repaired. For bridges, base
condition on latest general appraisal and condition rating.

10 peints - Closed

8 points - Extremely Poor

6 points - Poor

4 points - Fair to Poor
- 2 points - Fair

0 points - Good

4. Of the total infrastructure within the jurisdiction which is
similar to the infrastructure of this project, what portion
can be classified as being in poor to very poor in condition,
and/or inadequate in service.

10 points - 50% and over
B points - 40% and over
6 points - 30% and over
4 points - 20% and over
2 points - 10% and over

5. How important is the project to the health, welfare and
safety of the public and the citizens of the district and/or
the service area?

10 points - Significant importance
8 points -

6 points - Moderate importance

4 points -

2 points - Minimal importance

6. What is the overall economic health of the jurisdiction?

lo 28 points - Poor

8 &6 points -
& 32 points -~ Fair
4 8 points -
2 4 points - Excellent
7. Are matching funds £for this project available? {i.e.,

Federal, State, MRF, Local, etc.). To what extent of
estimated construction cost? .

10 points - More than 50%

8 points - 40-50% and over
6 points - 30-49% and over
4 points - 20-29% and over

2 points 10-19% and over



C) B. Has 'any formal action by a Federal, State or local
governmental agency resulted in a partial or complete ban of
the use or expansion of use for the involved infrastructure?
This includes reduced weight limits on bridges.

10 points - Complete ban
- 5 points -~ Partial ban
0 points - No action

5 9. What is the total number of existing users that will benefit
-as a result of the proposed project. Use appropriate
criteria such as households, traffic count, public transit,
daily users, etc. and equate to an equal measurement of

persons.

5 points - Over 10,000

4 points - Over 7,500 to 9,999 .
3 points - Over 5,000 to 7,499

2 points - Over 2,500 to 4,999

1 points Under 2,449

35 10. Does the infrastructure have regional impact? (May consider
size of service area, trip length or total length of route,
number of Jjurisdictions, functional classification, etc.)

points Major impact
points -

points
points -
points

Moderate impact

MWk N

Minimal impact

7/

r

s =2/ -5
-2 -89

{ Reviewer Names d Date

é;jg TOTAL POINTS
fr.




